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Art Unit: 3644 

DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 6/12/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Initially it should be understood that the examiner did not specifically provide 
applicant with allowable subject matter. The examiner appreciates applicant's 
amendment and applicant's desire to move the application towards issuance. 
The examiner called the applicant in an effort to negotiate an examiner's 
amendment; however, due to time constraints the examiner and applicant were 
unable to agree on specific claim language. The applicant is invited to call the 
examiner, at the applicant's convenience so that the examiner and applicant can 
further discuss the scope of the claim language. The examiner apologizes for 
the confusion as to the scope of the prior art. The examiner withdraws the 
previous rejection and presents a new more in-depth rejection over the Sisk and 
Rasmussen patents. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) The invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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3. Claims 1, 9, 11, 12, 25, and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 

anticipated by H. D. Sisk (2,998,948). 

Re - Claims 1 : Sisk discloses an apparatus for hoisting a module for attachment 
to one or more overhead support frame in an aircraft, the apparatus comprises 
a first frame (the frame #124 holding the cargo 64) configured to support 
the module (64), and a lifting device (68) configured to lift the first frame (#68 lifts 
the frame 124 that holds the cargo), 

the lifting device including: 
a second frame (88), a plurality of attachment devices (Frame 88 is attached to 
#74 which is attached to the overhead I-beams of the fuselage via brace beams 
and bolts/welding/screws type devices) configured to attach the second frame to 
the one or more overhead support frames (fuselage #24 has I-beams in the 
overhead location) in the aircraft, and a driving device (94) configured to lift the 
second frame (see Figure 6) up relative to the plurality of attachment devices, 
wherein the second frame receives the first frame therein (#88 receives the 
frame upon which the cargo #64 rests) as the second frame is lifted by the 
driving device to hoist the module for installation in the aircraft (see Figures 1 
and 2 that illustrate the installation of cargo and the first frame into the aircraft) 

Re - Claim 9: wherein the first frame (#124) includes a support frame (#124; the 
support frame is the first frame) configured to support the module (64) at least 
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one dolly configured to support the support frame until the lifting device lifts the 
support frame (#62 can broadly be considered a dolly). 



Re - Claim 1 1 : a plurality of mounting pads 148 configured to support the 
module and a plurality of saddles (notch 150) configured to receive the second 
frame as the second frame is lifted by the driving device. 



Re - Claim 12: The applicant should appreciate the breath of the language 
presently used. The examiner asserts that the saddles include devices (the 
notch is the device) that allow the module #64 to slide (rotate) into engagement 
with the second frame 88. The examiner asserts that while the notches 
themselves do not specifically rotate, they allow for a rotational movement of the 
module when the frame #124 and the second frame are not precisely aligned. 
The examiner asserts that the slanted edges of the notch are evidence that Sisk 
anticipated that the devices may have slight misalignment during loading. It is 
these slanted edges of the notch that the examiner asserts allow a rotatable 
reception. 



Re - Claim 25: Sisk discloses an apparatus for hoisting a module for attachment 
to one or more overhead support frames in an aircraft, the apparatus comprises 
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a first frame (the frame #124 holding the cargo 64) configured to support 
the module (64), and a lifting device (68) configured to lift the first frame (#68 lifts 
the frame 124 that holds the cargo), 

the lifting device including: 
a second frame (88), a plurality of attachment devices (Frame 88 is attached to 
#74 which is attached to the overhead I-beams of the fuselage via brace beams 
and bolts/welding/screws type devices) configured to attach the second frame to 
the one or more overhead support frames (fuselage #24 has I-beams in the 
overhead location) in the aircraft, and a driving device (94) configured to lift the 
second frame (see Figure 6) up relative to the plurality of attachment devices, 
wherein the second frame receives the first frame therein (#88 receives the 
frame upon which the cargo #64 rests) as the second frame is lifted by the 
driving device to hoist the module for installation in the aircraft (see Figures 1 
and 2 that illustrate the installation of cargo and the first frame into the aircraft). 

The examiner asserts that Figure 15 illustrates that the first frame is 
configured to fit through an aircraft door. (i.e. the frame is narrow enough to fit 
within the enclosure/door). 

Re - Claim 26: as illustrated in Figures 4 and 5 the aircraft has one or more 
overhead support frames mounted in the fuselage crown. (I-Beams) 
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4. Claims 1, 2, 5, and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Rasmussen (6,983,980). 

Re - Claim 1 : Rasmussen discloses an apparatus for hoisting a module for 
attachment to one or more overhead support frame in an aircraft (see Col. 1 , lines 36), 
the apparatus comprises a first frame (54) configured to support the module (52), and a 
lifting device configured to lift the first frame, the lifting device including a second frame 
(50), a plurality of attachment devices (60) configured to attach the second frame to the 
one more overhead support frame in the aircraft (the examiner asserts that the ceiling 
#24 reads on overhead over support frames and the attachment devices indirectly 
attach the second frame #50 to the ceiling); and a driving device (34, 36) configured to 
lift the second frame up the plurality of attachment devices, wherein the second frame 
receives the first frame therein as the second frame is lifted by the driving device to 
hoist the module for installation in the aircraft. (See Col. 1, line 36). 

Re - Claims 2, 5, and 8: wherein the driving device includes a plurality of gear 
boxes (34). The motor assembly 36 provides rotational motion (e.g., rotating shaft, 
etc.), which is used to move the moving assemblies 50. The drive members 34 are 
used to transmit the driving force provided by the motor assembly 36 to the moving 
assemblies 50. The drive members 34 are rigid and transmit rotational motion from the 
motor assembly 36 to the moving assemblies 50. The rigid drive member is a tube . In 
the embodiments shown in FIGS. 5-8, the transmissions 200 use a pair of bevel gears 
254, 264 to translate the rotational motion 90 degrees between the drive shafts 150a, 
150b and the drive member 34b. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claim 27 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sisk as 
applied above and further in view of O'Neill (3,419,164). Sisk does not disclose that the 
cargo can be used for holding passengers. O'Neill teaches that it is well known in the 
art to load passenger modules outside the fuselage of the craft and then insert the 
module into the fuselage (see figure 1). It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use a module capable of 
being used by a crew for resting purposes. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

7. Claims 16-19 are allowed. 

8. Claims 3, 4, 10, and 13-15 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

9. Re - Claims 3, 4, 13-15 and 16-19: The following is an examiner's statement of 
reasons for allowance: the prior art does not teach using straps attached a first end to a 



Application/Control Number: 10/768,935 Page 8 

Art Unit: 3644 

drum and at a second end to an overhead support frame in an aircraft such that each 
drum receives a strap when the rubes are rotated by the gear box. 
10. Re - Claim 10: the prior art does not disclose a support frame having at least 
two telescoping frame members. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later 
than the payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably 
accompany the issue fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on 
Statement of Reasons for Allowance." 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Stephen A. Holzen whose telephone number is 571- 
272-6903. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Teri Luu can be reached on 571-272-7045. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
/ system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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